Cutting  Here  It  Hurts 


Most  students  of  foreign  policy  agree  that  the  United  States 
must  offer  disinterested  economic  assistance  to  the  newly-emerging 
countries  of  Asia  and  Africa.  But  this  generality  becomes  a  plati¬ 
tude  if  our  government  does  not  have  the  resources— ^nd  the  flexi¬ 
bility — to  provide  assistance  when  it  is  needed. 

Last  week,  two  more  African  countries  became  independent,  bringing  the 
total  to  15.  Most  of  them  urgently  need  generous  help  if  they  are  to  invest 
their  independence  with  meaning,  and  to  resist  the  allure  of  the  Sino-Soviet 
bloc. 

But  last  week.  Congress  was  confronted  with  an  ironic  coincidence. 

While  the  House  restored  a  $200  million  cut  in  our  military  aid  program, 
it  did  not  restore  drastic  cuts  in  the  appropriations  for  Special  Assistance,  the 
Development  Loan  Fund  and  Technical  Cooperation.  Nor  did  it  eliminate 
some  of  the  new  restrictions  on  the  expenditure  of  the  Administration’s  Tech¬ 
nical  Cooperation  and  Contingency  Funds,  introduced  by  the  House  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee.  These  restrictions  cou’d  prevent  the  President  fr(»n  swift 
reaction  to  danger.  Thus  we  may  be  handicapped  in  the  competition  for 
friendship. 

The  House  bill  fixes  the  appropriation  for  Special  Assistance  at  $206  mil¬ 
lion — $62.5  million  less  than  requested — $50  million  less  than  authorized — 
and  $39  million  less  than  Congress  voted  last  year. 

With  this  smaller  appropriation,  the  Administration  is  called  upon  to  do 
more — to  meet  needs  in  22  countries  and  territories,  as  compared  with  15  last 
year,  including  Afghanistan,  Bolivia,  Burma,  Haiti,  Israel,  Jordan,  Libya, 
Morocco,  Tunisia,  West  Berlin,  Brazil,  Ethiopia,  Guatemala,  Indonesia,  Nepal, 
Paraguay,  Somalia,  Sudan,  UAR,  West  Indies  Federation,  Yemen  and  Yugo¬ 
slavia.  These  funds  are  also  used  to  eradicate  malaria,  for  community  water 
supply  development,  international  medical  research,  aid  to  American  schools, 
investment  incentive  programs,  UNEF  and  for  a  vital  $20  million  training  pro¬ 
gram  for  Tropical  Africa.  These  programs  are  endangered  unless  Congress 
reconsiders. 

The  platforms  at  both  forthcoming  national  conventions  will  doubtless 
proclaim  the  need  and  determination  to  help  new  peoples  in  their  struggle  for 
economic  stability  and  growth.  The  first  test  of  these  platforms  will  come  when 
Congress  reconvenes  in  August  to  take  final  action  on  the  appropriations. 

But  Cairo  Radio:  Africa  For  Africans 

The  Arabs — neutral  in  the  East-West  conflict — ^would  like  us  to 
be  neutral  and  look  the  other  way  in  their  conflict  with  Israel. 

On  June  26,  UAR  Ambassador  Mustafa  Kamel,  said  in  Chicago 
that  all  the  UAR  asks  of  the  United  States  is  ^^o  teke  no  sides — ^in 
other  words — simply  to  practice  fair  play.” 

That  sounds  eminently  sporting  but  it  is  quite  another  story  in  the  new 
“New  World"  where  the  Arabs  campaign  for  active  allies.  In  Cyprus,  last  week, 
Gurhan  Dajani,  an  Arab  Chamber  of  Commerce  envoy,  warned  that  all  Arab 
countries  would  blacklist  any  Cypriots  doing  business  with  Israel. 

At  Addis  Ababa,  the  UAR  delegation  last  week  tried  to  persuade  the 
African  Dev  ''ment  Conference  to  adopt  an  anti-Israel  resolution.  At  first 
defeated,  the  .R  won  a  minor  victory  when  it  threatened  to  ignore  a  resolu¬ 
tion  calling  for  a  diplomatic  break  with  the  Union  of  South  Africa  unless  the 
conferees  acceded  to  a  thinly  veiled  statement  against  Israel. 

Nasser  has  made  some  progress  where  there  are  large  Moslem  populations 
as  in  Somalia  and  Northern  Nigeria,  whose  leaders  have  thought  it  necessary  to 
disassociate  themselves  from  Nigeria-Israel  projects.  But  many  of  the  new 
governments  have  no  desire  to  give  up  helpful  relations  with  Israel  to  become 
embroiled  in  Nasser’s  tawdry  war. 

On  June  28,  Cairo  radio  said  that  the  UAR,  which  has  “acquired  extensive 
experience  with  independence”  should  protect  ^e  newly  independent  African 
states*“from  the  maneuvers  and  ambitions  that  surround  them" — such  as  Israel, 
which,  Cairo  said,  “regards  the  Africans  as  a  choice  morsel.” 

Which  will  hold  greater  appeal  for  the  Africans?  Propaganda  drums 
against  imperialism,  or  technical  and  economic  cooperation? 


jllfUlili 


Vol.  IV.  No.  3.  July  1,  1960 


...viewing  the  NEWS 


UN:  Eichmann  Case.  The  UN  Secur¬ 
ity  Council  voted  8-0  on  June  23  for 
an  Argentine  resolution  requesting  Is¬ 
rael  to  make  “appropriate  reparation” 
according  to  international  law  for  the 
unauthorized  removal  of  Adolf  Eich¬ 
mann  from  Argentina  to  Israel  to  stand 
trial  for  his  part  in  the  murder  of  six 
million  Jews. 

But,  the  major  powers,  the  United 
States,  United  Kingdom,  France  and 
the  Soviet  Union  made  it  clear  during 
the  debate  that  day  that  they  did  not 
interpret  the  resolution  as  requiring  Is¬ 
rael  to  return  Eichmann  to  Argentina. 

The  operative  paragraphs  of  the  res¬ 
olution  say  that  the  Security  Council: 

“1.  Declares  that  acts  such  as  that 
under  consideration,  which  affect  the 
sovereignty  of  a  member  state  and 
therefore  cause  international  friction, 
may,  if  repeated,  endanger  international 
peace  and  security; 

“2.  Requests  the  Government  of  Is¬ 
rael  to  make  appropriate  reparation  in 
accordance  with  the  Charter  of  the 
United  Nations  and  the  rules  of  inter¬ 
national  law.” 

The  United  States  endorsed  the  pro¬ 
posal.  Ambassador  Henry  Cabot 
Lodge  told  the  Council  that  the  Argen¬ 
tine  request  “appears  to  meet  the  con¬ 
siderations”  which  the  United  States 
believes  essential  for  a  peaceful  settle¬ 
ment.  He  said: 

“International  law  and  practices 
should  be  upheld  .  .  .  and  the  Eich¬ 
mann  case  should  not  be  considered 
apart  from  the  monstrous  acts  with 
which  the  Nazi  has  been  charged.” 

And  he  prop^d  the  insertion  of  two 
paragraphs,  which  Argentina  accepted: 

“Mindful  of  the  universal  condem¬ 
nation  of  the  persecution  of  the  Jews 
under  the  Nazis,  and  of  the  concern  of 
people  in  all  countries  that  Eichmann 
should  be  brought  to  appropriate  jus- 
(Continued  on  page  12) 


Conflicting  viewpoints  on  American 
policy  in  the  Near  East  were  aired  and 
defined  in  Senate  speeches  last  fort¬ 
night. 

Chairman  J.  W.  Fulbright  (D-Ark.) 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  reported  June  IS,  on  his 
recent  trip  to  Egypt,  Jordan  and  Israel 
and  emphasized  the  need  for  a  new 
effort  to  solve  the  problem  of  the  Arab 
refugees. 

^  He  said  that  the  basic  reason  for  the 
lack  of  progress  is  that  “neither  the 
Arab  nations  nor  Israel  have  been  will¬ 
ing  to  take  the  first  step”  and  he 
thought  that  “it  might  now  be  possible 
for  quiet  off-the-record  conversations 
to  be  held  so  that  some  agreement  might 
be  made  which  would  move  the  prob¬ 
lem  off  dead  center.” 

He  suggested  that  the  Israelis  could 
agree  to  repatriation  or  compensation 
“with  the  understanding  that  the  num¬ 
bers  who  might  accept  repatriation 
would  be  of  manageable  size  over  a 
period  of  years.  Perhaps  the  Arabs 
could  indicate  a  willingness  to  help 
resettle  those  who  might  decide  against 
repatriation  if  reasonable  compensation 
is  agreed  upon.” 

Sen.  Fulbright  said  that  it  was  essen¬ 
tial  “that  the  Arabs  reconsider  the  view 
that  the  refugees  are  a  political  asset 
to  be  used  against  Israel,  but  an  eco¬ 
nomic  liability  in  Arab  lands.  The 
Arabs  must  realize  that  to  seek  to  make 
refugees  serve  a  political  purpose  will  in 
time  become  counterproductive.”  More¬ 
over,  he  said,  it  was  wrong  to  ignore 
the  potentiality  of  the  refugees  as  hu¬ 
man  resources  for  agriculture  and  eco¬ 
nomic  development  in  Arab  countries. 

On  the  other  hand,  he  declared,  it 
was  essential  for  the  Israelis  to  realize 
that  the  very  existence  of  the  refugees 
“will  appeal  to  the  humanitarian  in¬ 
stincts  of  peoples  all  over  the  world — 
just  as  did  the  Jewish  refugees  from 
Hitler. 

“I  cannot  help  but  feel  that  the  longer 
this  problem  remains  unsolved,  the 
greater  the  likelihood  that  responsibil¬ 
ity  for  the  problem  will  be  viewed  as 
resting  on  Israel  regardless  of  what  one 
may  conclude  with  respect  to  the  facts.” 

Rival  Attitudes.  Sen.  Fulbright,  who 
opposed  the  Douglas-Keating  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  MSA  as  “taking  sides”  in 
the  UAR-Israel  conflict,  was  painstak¬ 
ing  in  his  efforts  tO'  be  dispassionate 
and  objective — balancing  compluqents 
and  criticisms.  This  is  never  easy  in  a . 
highly  charged  controversy.  Imparti¬ 
ality  can  lapse  into  neutrality.  The 


compulsion  to  equate  rival  attitudes  is 
an  example. 

Thus  Sen.  Fulbright  told  the  Senate: 

“Until  there  is  acceptance  on  the 
part  of  the  Arab  states  that  most  of  the 
nations  of  the  world  could  not  stand 
idly  aside  if  world  peace  were  en¬ 
dangered  by  any  attempt  to  drive  the 
Israeli  into  the  sea,  and  until  there  is 
acceptance  on  the  part  of  Israel  that 
efforts  to  expand  her  borders  by  force¬ 
ful  means  will  not  be  tolerated,  the 
main  ingredients  of  peaceful  economic 
or  political  development  of  the  Middle 
East  will  be  lacking.” 

Here  is  a  juxtaposition  of  the  Arab 
aspiration  to  liquidate  Israel — ^which 
the  Arabs  frankly  avow — ^with  an  al¬ 
leged  Israel  aspiration — ^which  the  Is¬ 
raelis  vigorously  disavow.  The  Israelis 
have  always  been  willing  to  sign  peace 
treaties  based  on  the  status  quo. 

‘  This  type  of  criticism  can,  of  course, 
be  elaborated  by  both  sides.  What  is 
more  important  and  crucial  is  the  thesis 


that  Israel  could  risk  offering  repatria¬ 
tion  to  the  refugees  without  a  prior 
peace  settlement.  Obviously  that  ^esis 
rests  on  three  assumptions: 

1.  That  only  a  small  number  of  the 
refugees  would  want  to  go  back  to  Is¬ 
rael;  2.  That  the  Arab  states  would  be 
willing  to  resettle  those  who  don’t;  and, 
3.  whether  it  is  true,  as  Sen.  Fulbright 
believes,  that  “in  their  present  mood, 
neither  the  Arabs  nor  Israeli  leaders 
desire  war”  because  “leaders  on  both 
sides  are  considerably  more  rational” 
in  private  than  in  public. 

Rafugoas  Answer.  The  validity  of 
these  assumptions  may  be  questioned. 

“How  many  Palestinian  refugees 
would  go  back  to  Israel  if  they  were 
allowed  to?”  This  qu^tion  was  asked 
by  an  Arab  journalist,  jNadim  Makdisi, 
in  a  three-day  tour  of  Arab  refugee 
camps.  The  answer,  published  in  the 
Christian  Century  on  May  11: 

“The  majority  would.  For  ten  years, 
they  have  been  dreaming  of  returning. 
It  has  become  an  emotional  obsession 
more  than  a  logical  undertaking.  When 
they  are  asked  about  jtheir  future  in 
Israel,  they  say,  ‘Let  the  future  take 
care  of  itself,  as  it  did  for  ten  years.' 

“What  percentage  would  consider 
resettlement  in  some  Arab  country?” 

“Not  many.  They  feel  they  are  not 
welcome  in  Arab  countries.” 

The  article  points  out  that  the  para¬ 
dox  of  the  Arab  refugee  camp^  is  that 
“unrest  is  breeding  jon  education  rather 
than  on  ignorance”!  because  “the  seeds 
of  dissatisfaction  ate  sown  by  'teachers 
in  the  schools.”  More  than  80|  percent 
of  the  UNRWA  teachers  are  pro-Nas¬ 
ser,  because  they  believe  “he  is  the 
only  person  capable  of  defeating  Israel,” 
and  are  anti-Hussein  because  he  is  “too 
much  tied  up  with  the  West  to  under¬ 
take  a  milita^  operation  against  Israel.” 

The  article  reports  that  most  refugees 
are  better  off  than  they  were  in  Pales¬ 
tine  because  of  UN  care  buC  the  core 
of  the  problem”  is  not  their  physical 
well-being,  but  a  “deep-rooted  emotion¬ 
al  problem”  ii^ich  will  continue  as  long 
as  the  refugees  “see  a  hope  of  return¬ 
ing.” 

•  Which  leads  to  this  question: 

Would  the  refugee  problem  be  much 
closer  to  solution  if, 'long  ago,  world 
statesmen  had  faced  the  fact  that  the 
only  logical  and  viable  aoUition  is  ro- 
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Sen.  John  F.  Kennedy  (D-Mass.) 
called  for  a  new  approach  in  the  Middle 
East  in  the  Senate,  June  14.  He  said: 

“We  must  formulate,  with  \>oth  im¬ 
agination  and  restraint,  a  new  approach 
to  the  Middle  East — not  pressing  our 
case  so  hard  that  the  Arabs  feel  their 
neutrality  and  nationalism  are  threat¬ 
ened,  but  accepting  those  forces  and 
seeking  to  help  channel  them  along 
constructive  lines,  \^ile  at  the  same 
time  trying  to  hasten  the  inevitable 
Arab  acceptance  of  the  permanence  of 
Israel. 

“We  must  give  our  support  to  pro¬ 
grams  to  help  people  instead  of  regimes 
— to  work  in  terms  of  their  problems, 
as  well  as  ours,  and  seek  a  permanent 
settlement  among  Arabs  and  Israelis 
based  not  on  an  armed  truce  but  on 
mutual  self-interest  Guns  and  anti¬ 
communist  pacts  and  propaganda  and 
the  traditional  piecem^  approach  to' 
the  Middle  East  are  not  enough — refu¬ 
gee  resettlement  and  a  regional  re¬ 
sources  development  fund  in  full  part¬ 
nership  with  the  Middle  Eastern  na¬ 
tions,  are  all  parts  of  a  •  long-range 
strategy  which  IS  both  practical  and  m 
the  bM  interests  of  all  concerned.** 
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settlement,  with  competisation  for 
abandoned  property?  , 

Nasser  Denounces.  The  Arab  refugee 
teacher  quoted  in  the  Christian  Century 
is  convinced  that  “Nasser  is  only  bluff¬ 
ing.”  Whether  or  not  Nasser  wants 
war  is  a  matter  for  speculation.  But 
Nasser’s  own  violent  words,  uttered  in 
a  speech  in  Alexandria,  on  June  24, 
following  his  return  from  Greece  and 
Yugoslavia,  show  that  Nasser  docs  not 
want  peace.  In  that  speech,  Nasser 
endorsed  Soviet  disarmament  proposals 
and  denounced  “the  imperialist  powers” 
— Britain,  France  and  the  United 
States — “for  plotting  with  Israel  against 
Arab  nationalism" — by  supplying  her 
with  arms.  (Nasser  is  still  getting  arms 
from  the  Soviet  Union.)  He  said: 

“We  have  a  great  duty  ...  to  check 
the  Israeli  cupidities”  and  to  “retrieve 
the  rights  of  the  Palestinian  people  . . .” 

After  a  lengthy  tirade  against  Israel, 
Nasser  hurled  a  bolt  against  King  Hus¬ 
sein,  “an  insignificant  individual  .  .  . 
who  has  inherited  treason  from  his 
fathers  and  forefathers”  and  whose 
“fate  will  be  the. same  as  that  of  Nuri 
as-Said.” 

King  Hussein  reacted  on  June  26  to 
“this  balderdash,"  denounced  Nasser  as 
“an  opportunist  dictator”  who  rules 
“through  conspiracies  and  hypocritical 
cheating  . . .  and  contrary  to  all  ethics” 
...  a  “beguiled  adventurer”  who  will 
be  “caught  up  by  the  inevitability  of 
history.” 

All  of  which  suggests  that  Nasser’s 
war  against  Israel  is  but  one  phase  of 
Nasser’s  over-all  siege  of  his  neighbors 
who  refuse  tr  '''cept  his  domination. 
The  basic  probl  s  of  the  Middle  East, 
including  the  resettlement  of  the  Arab 
refugees,  won’t  change  until  Nasser 
accepts  the  right  of  other  peoples  in 
the  region  to  live  in  peace.  The  initia-. 
five  rests  with  Cairo. 

The  Mansfield  Program 

Senate  debate  on  Near  East  policy — 
reduced  to  its  simplest  terms — is  a  dif¬ 
ference  between  those  who  believe  that 
the  United  States  can  and  should  take 
firm  action  to  challenge  conflicts  in  the 
region  and  those  who  believe  that  overt 
action  by  our  government  is  either  im¬ 
prudent  or  actually  beyond  our  power. 

Sen.  Mike  Mansfield  (Mont),  Dem¬ 
ocratic  whip,  one  of  the  30  Senators 
who  co-sponsored  the  freedom  of  the 
seas  amendment  to  the  Mutual  Secur¬ 
ity  A(K,  believes  that  action  is  within 
our  power  and,  on  June  23,  he  pro¬ 
posed  six  principles  to  guide  Middle 
East  policy.  He  said: 

"They  favor  neither  Arab  nor 
L  laraelL  They  favor  those  who  mean 
^  it  when  they  talk  of  peace  and  are 

prepared  to  begin  now  to  work  for . 

it 
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"The  important  need  is  to  spell 
out  these  principles,  by  a  vigorous 
adherence  to  them,  not  only  in  of¬ 
ficial  public  statements,  but  in  di¬ 
plomacy,  in  aid  activities  and  in  all 
other  aspects  of  the  conduct  of  oor 
policies.” 

Sen.  Mansfield’s  six  principles: 

1.  Stabilization  of  existing  fron¬ 
tiers,  except  as  they  may  be  altered 
by  peaceful  agreement; 

2.  Dissolution  of  the  refugee 
problem  by  the  joint  principle  of 
repatriation,  as  practicable,  and 
just  compensation; 

3.  Full  freedom  of  passage  of 
Suez  now  and  a  gradual  reduction 
of  the  other  practices  of  econom¬ 
ic  warfare  in  the  area; 

4.  Full  support  of  the  use  of 
UN  emergency  forces  for  the  safe¬ 
guarding  of  the  borders  of  any 
nation  which  fears  for  its  security, 
with  all  UN  members  bearing 
reasonable  portions  of  the  cost  of 
such  operations; 

5.  Internationalization  of  the 
Holy  Places  in  Jerusalem; 

6.  Efforts  to  control  and  reduce 
the  flow  of  armaments  to  all  na¬ 
tions  of  the  Middle  East,  coupled 
with  international  guarantees  of 
support  to  any  nation  which  may 
be  victimized  by  an  act  of  aggres¬ 
sion. 

Other  Democrats.  Vice-President  Rich¬ 
ard  M.  Nixon’s  letter  declaring  his  op¬ 
position  to  the  Arab  boycott  and  block¬ 
ade  of  the  Suez  Canal  (reported  in  our 
last  issue)  touched  off  Democratic 
criticism.  On  June  14,  Sen.  Ernest 
Gruening  (D-Alaska)  charged  that 
the  Administration  rescued  Nasser 
from  defeat  and  “resurrected  his  dic¬ 
tatorship”  in  1956  without  insisting 
on  an  “unequivocal  guarantee  of  free¬ 
dom  of  passage  through  the  Suez.”  He 
said  there  was  a  “wide  disparity”  be¬ 
tween  the  Administration’s  “word  and 
deed,”  citing  the  World  Bank  loan  for 
the  Suez  widening  and  the  Administra¬ 
tion’s  opposition  to  the  freedom  of  the 
seas  amendment  Sen.  Albert  Gore 
(D-Tenn.)  congratulated  Sen.  Gruen¬ 
ing  on  his  statement  and  Sen.  Russell 
Long  (D-La.)  who  voted  against  the 
amendment,  disclosed  that  he  would 
now  support  it 
Sen.  Hubert  H.  Humphrey  (D- 
'Minn.)  criticized  “a  double  standard  in 
American  policy”  and  contended  that 
the  Administration  had  been  “weak, 
tincertain  and  -  indefinite”  and  had  not 
exercised  our  country’s  “influence  and 
power.”  He  said  that  “we  have  all  too 
often  been  more  concerned  with  some 
commercial'  interests  in  the  Middle 
East”  than  with  “sound  international 
principles  of.  law,  of  decency  and  of 
justice.” 

(Continued  on  pagr  12) 
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Congressional  criticism  of  the  UAR's 
Suez  blockade  brings  "explanation^ 
from  President  Nasser's  advocates. 

In  a  letter  to  the  New  York  Times 
on  June  25,  Harold  B.  Minor,  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  pro-Arab  American  Friends 
of  the  Middle  East,  explained  that  Nas¬ 
ser  “was  in  default  on  one  UN  resolu¬ 
tion  (Suez),  because  Israel  has  long 
been  in  contempt  of  three  pertinent 
UN  resolutions,”  an  explanation  which 
blandly  forgets  that  the  Arabs  voted 
against  the  same  three  UN  resolutions. 

The  fact  that  the.  Arab  states  went 
to  war  against  the  UN  Partition  reso¬ 
lution,  and  that  the  Israelis  accepted 
that  resolution  is  rapidly  becoming  the 
best  kept  secret  of  Arab  propaganda" 
literature. 

*  *  « 

Although  the  intensification  of  the 
Suez  Canal  blockade  was  probably  the 
most  serious  setback  in  the  Middle  East 
in  1959,  the  Staff  Study  published  by 
the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Commit¬ 
tee  backs  awkwardly  into  a  glancing 
reference  to  that  blockade.  It  says: 

“It  has  been  said,”  (the  anony-  — 
moos  source  of  this  remarkable 
theory  is  not  identified)  “that  the 
Israelis  finally  razed  the  village  of 
Tawafiq  in  order  to  sober  Nasser 
in  his  moment  of  triumph  (italics 
ours)  over  the  Inge  To/t,  the  Dan¬ 
ish  freighter  which  Israel  allowed 
to  be  unloaded  at  Port  Said. 

“Israel  ships  have  been  denied  the 
use  of  the  Suez  (}anal  for  many  years. 
And  although  the  United  Nations  and 
its  Secretary  General,  supported  by 
Western  diplomacy,  have  tried  to  per¬ 
suade  Nasser  to  end  the  boycott,  he 
broadened  it  instead  in  1959  to  cover 
Israeli  cargoes  as  well.” 

Actually,  “the  attack  on  Tawafiq”  oc- 
oured  on  Jan.  31,”  while  Nasser’s 
“triumi^”  over  the  Inge  Toft  did  not 
occur  until  Feb.  4.  The  word  “tri¬ 
umph”  is  an  unusal  word  to  describe 
Nasser’s  illegal  8Vi -month  detention  of 
the  Danish  freighter  at  Port  Said.  How 
curious  to  report  that  “Israel  allowed 
the  Inge  Toft  to  be  unloaded  at  Port 
Said,” — an  action  most  American  news¬ 
papers  referred  to  as  an  act  of  piracy 
by  the  Egyptian  government 
This  is  a  superficial  way  to  dismiss 
the  Suez  C^anal  debate.  There  is  no  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  UN  Security  Council  1951 
decision  or  our  government’s  uncondi¬ 
tional  stand  on  the  question,  although 
the  Study  purports  to  be  a  review  of 
UJS.  pol^. 
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tice  for  the  ^^nes  of  which  he  is  ac¬ 
cused  .  .  .  e>  sscs  the  hope  that  the 
traditionally  tiicndly  relations  between 
Argentina  and  Israel  will  be  advanced." 

Mrs.  Golda  Meir,  Israel  Foreign 
Minister,  asked  what  was  meant  by 
"adequate  reparation." 

The  following  day,  Ambassador 
Lodge  replied: 

“Mrs.  Meir  had  made  the  thoroughly 
reasonable  contention  that  if  the  Coun¬ 
cil  was  to  accept  the  word,  ‘adequate 
reparation,’  the  Council  should  Imow 
beforehand  what  ‘adequate  reparation’ 
was  intended  to  mean.’’  And  he  offered 
the  U.S.  interpretation  —  that  “ade¬ 
quate  reparation’’  will  have  been  made 
by  approving  the  Security  Council  res¬ 
olution  together  with  the  statement  of 
the  Foreign  Minister  of  Israel  making 
apology  on  behalf  of  her  Government 

'^e  United  States,  United  Kingdom, 
France,  Ceylon,.  Nationalist  China,  It¬ 
aly,  l^uador  and  Tunisia  voted  for  the 
resolution.  The  Soviet  Union  and  Po¬ 
land  abstained. 

IDA.  The  International  Develc^ment 
Association  Act,  which  authorizes  U.S. 
participation  in  this  international  lend¬ 
ing  agency,  has  been  approved  by 
Confess.  IDA  will  finance  long-term 
low  interest  “soft  money”  loans  for  de¬ 
velopment  projects  to  the  underdevel¬ 
oped  nations. 

While  under  study  by  the  House 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 
a  proposal  was  made  to  write  a  resolu¬ 
tion  favoring  freedom  of  the  seas  into 
the  articles  of  the  IDA.  This  declara¬ 
tion  was  advocated  by  Rep.  Abraham 
1^.  Multer  (D-N.Y.)  and  Rep.  Seymour 
Halpem  (R-N.Y.)  and  approved  by  a 
substantial  majority  of  the  Committee. 
The  Administration,  however,  feared 
that  it  would  compel  renegotiation  with 
the  IDA’S  member  nations  and  block 
IDA’S  establishment 

The  amendment  was  withdrawn  after 
an  exchange  of  correspondence  be¬ 
tween  Rep.  Multer,  Rep.  Halpem  and 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Robert  B. 
Anderson  who  wrote,  on  June  2: 

“The  Administration  has  been,  and 
remains,  fully  in  accord  with  the  basic 
thought  .  .  .  that  is,  that  freedom  of 
navigation  through  international  water¬ 
ways  ''  an  essential  condition  for  the 
growti.  .  .  .  international  trade  and 
the  furt.  -r  development  of  peaceful 
relations^  among  nations.  We  feel  that 
the  latifnational  Development  Agency 
can  be  of  great  help  in  supporting 
our  broad  aims  of  expanding  interna¬ 
tional  trade,  free  of  restrictions  and 
discrimination,  including  freedom  of 
navigation  of  international  waterways. 

“You  may  be  assured  that  the  policies 
of  the  United  States  in  all  of  the  for¬ 
eign  lending  activities  in  which  it  par¬ 
ticipates  are  and  will  be  formulated 
within  the  framework  of  these  goals." 


“I  refer  to  these  facts  only  to  make 
the  point  that  our  experiences  in  the 
South  give  us  some  background  for 
more  than  a  national  average  insight 
into  the  sensitiveness  of  the  states  of 
the  Middle  East  to  feelings  that  they 
have  been  exploited  by  foreign  owner¬ 
ship  of  the  canal,  by  oil  and  mineral 
concessions,  by  absentee  ownership  of 
means  of  production,  and  suspicion  of 
foreign  capital. 

“We  have  felt  a  deep  resentment 
when  the  changing  mores  of  our  com¬ 
munities  have  been  violently  disrupted 
by  attempts  to  fix  the  beady  eye  of  sanc¬ 
timonious  charges  of  discrimination  on 
the  South,  as  if  discrimination  existed 
nowhere  else  in  the  Nation.  We  would 
indeed  have  appreciated  a  bit  more 
humility  in  dealing  with  the  problems 
of  the  South  just  as,  I  am  sure,  the 
peoples  of  the  Middle  East  would  ap¬ 
preciate  less  preoccupation  on  our  part 
with  assertions  of  our  own  righteous¬ 
ness  and  fewer  self-judging  conditions 
tied  to  our  aid." 


{l»mt  has  Indicated  lus  acceptance  Jn  prJn‘*H 
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In  his  speech  to  the  Senate,  on  June 
.15,  Sen.  J,  W,  Fulbright  (D-Ark.)  com¬ 
mented  on  a  community  of  experience: 

“I  cannot  help  but  believe  that  a 
marked  improvement  in  our  relations 
with  the  Middle  East  would  result  from 
some  changes  in  attitude.  A  grater 
recognition  of  the  dignity  of  newly  in¬ 
dependent  nations  and  a  small  dose  of 
humility  would  be  deeply  appreciated 
by  most  new  nations. 

“PerhaiK  as  a  southerner  I  am  in  a 
better  position  than  some  of  my  col¬ 
leagues  to  appreciate  the  need  for  such 
qualities.  We,  of  the  South,  have,  un¬ 
til  recent  years,  been  the  undeveloped 
portion  of  the  United  States.  In  my 
own  State  of  Arkansas,  as  late  as  1940, 
our  annual  per  capita  income  was  ap¬ 
proximately  $250,  a  figure  which  has 
now  risen  to  about  $1,300 — still  well 
below  the  national  average. 

“We,  in  the  South,  were  an  occupied 
territory  for  a  time,  and  the  scars  of 
war  are  still  found  in  the  emotions  of 
the  American  people—  in  the  widely 
held  conviction,  for  example,  that  no 
man  from  the  Deep  South  can  aspire 
to  the  Presidency,  no  matter  what  his 
qualities  or  virtues. 


In  a  broadcast,  June  14,  criticizing 
Vice-President  Richard  M.  Nixon's  dec¬ 
laration  on  the  Arab  boycott,  Cairo 
said: 

“In  the  long  history  of  the  Arab 
states,  there  has  never  been  a  problem 
such  as  that  of  Little  Rock  or  other 
American  cities  where  racial  and  re¬ 
ligious  discrimination  against  Negro 
citizens  is  at  its  height." 


Heard  in  Washington 
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“We  should  hammer  it  home  over 
and  over  again  that . . .  “when  we  make 
a. loan  or  a  gift  to  a  country,  we  should 
insist  on  compliance  with  international 
law,"  said  Sen.  William  Proxmire  (D-, 
Wis.). 

Sen.  Stuart  Symington  (D-Mo.) 
declared  that  a  firm  stand  on  the  . 
Suez  issue  would  strengthen  the 
UJS.  position  throughout  the  world. 
“Steps  should  be  taken  by  our  gov¬ 
ernment  to  assure  that  all  water¬ 
ways,  including  the  Suez  Canal,  are 
open  to  the  ships  of  all  nations,  in¬ 


cluding  IsraeL  Only  in  this  way 
can  we  work  toward  the  interna¬ 
tional  cooperation  and  understand¬ 
ing  that  leads  to  peace." 

And  Sen.  Paul  Douglas  (D-Bl.), 
sponsor  of  the  amendment,  concluded 
with  the  thought  that  the  Department 
of  State  was  not  fundament^y  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  matter. 

“I  think  there  is  a  very  real  question 
as  to  v/ho  is  fundamentally  to  control 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States. 
Is  it  to  be  the  people,  through  their 
elected  representatives,  or  is  it  to  be 
the  inner  circle  of  professional  diplo¬ 
mats?" 
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